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FuLL CommiITTEE HEARING ON THE BomBING oF THE U.S.S. CoLE

The committee meetstoday to examinethe circumstances surrounding the bombing of the U.S.S. Cole
in'Yemen.

On October 12 of thisyear, seventeen brave American sailorslost their lives and nearly three dozen
others were wounded as a result of the latest despicable act of terrorism against the United States. Our
condolences go out to the families of those killed and wounded in this attack. Thistragic incident is yet
another reminder that freedom isnot free, and that those who wear the uniform of the United States military
placetheir lives on the line every day to ensure our freedom and security.

Terrorism directed against U.S. interests and personnel is not new, particularly in that part of the
world. Four years ago, 19 U.S. service personnel died in the bombing of the Khobar Towers complex in
Saudi Arabia. Two years ago, scores of people werekilled and injured in the bombings of U.S. embassies
in Kenyaand Tanzania.

Regardless of who isultimately found to be responsiblefor the attack on the Cole, the enemies of the
United States should take note: the United States, asaglobal power with global interests, will not bedriven
out of the Middle East or anywhere else asthe result of terrorist acts. Thisor any other terrorist attack will
only strengthen our resolve to protect our interests and we are firmly determined to swiftly identify and
punish the cowardly perpetrators of this attack.

However, at present, many questions related to this incident remain unanswered. And while we
mourn the senseless|oss of many young lives, we have an obligation to begin to understand the circumstances
and situation that led to thistragedy.

The U.S.S. Cole was en route to the Persian Gulf to conduct maritime operations in the legitimate
pursuit of U.S. national security interests abroad. It was moored in the port of Aden for refueling. Why
Aden was chosen asthe place to conduct thisrefueling operation isimportant to understand.

Were there viable options that could have been chosen that would have placed U.S. sailors at less
risk? Could the Cole have been refueled at sea? Published reportsindicate that the United States received
intelligence warnings of apossibleterrorist attack against U.S. targetsin the region last month. Werethese

(MORE)

2120 Rayburn House Office Building « Washington, DC 20515 Committee Webpage Address « HTTP://www.house.gov/hasc




warning assessed as credible? In light of the escalating violence in other parts of the Middle East, should
threatsto the United States have been viewed with more seriousness than usual ?

Initial reportsindicated that the boat that attacked the Col e was assi sting with the mooring of the ship
in Aden harbor. The Navy has now revised thisaccount, stating that the Cole had been moored for nearly an
hour and a half and was well into the refueling process when the attack occurred. How wasit possible that
thesmall boat carrying hundreds of pounds of explosives could have approached the Coleasit wasrefueling
without the boat being challenged?

Thiscommittee and the Congress have aresponsbility to diligently pursue answersto these questions.
The American people must feel confident that their mothers, fathers, sons, and daughtersin uniform are as
safe and secure as possible when they are called upon to exercisetheir duty in defense of our country and its
interests.

Inthisregard, | must take amoment to express my frustration with the difficulty the committee has
encountered in getting the Department of Defense to support today’shearing. The committee requested that
the Secretary of Defense, the Commander-in-Chief of Central Command, and the Chief of Naval Operations
appear today to discussin both open and closed session the U.S.S. Coleincident. Instead, the Department
has agreed to provide apartial witnesseslineup for today’s open session, and hastaken the position that they
will only discuss one very narrow subject.

| want the record to reflect that | consider the Department’s position unacceptable and completely
contrary to historical precedent and practice. Let me be absolutely clear. Thisisnot about how to handle
the classified aspects of thisissue. The committeeisthefirst to recognize and agreewith the need to havea
separate closed forum to properly protect associated classified information.

My objection relates to the Department’s attempts to dictate which non-classified information it is
willing to openly discuss with Congress and under what circumstances. This position directly undermines
the long-standing rel ationship between the committee and the Department of Defense and it runs counter to
the Rules of the House of Representatives and our system of open government.

With that clarification, let me advise membersthat we will proceed today by first hearing from:

Walter Slocombe, Under Secretary of Defensefor Policy;

General Tommy Franks, United States Army, Commander-in-Chief of U.S. Central Command;
and

Edward Walker, Assistant Secretary of State of Near East and South Asia

The committee will then move into executive session to also receive testimony from:

Admiral Vern Clark, Chief of Naval Operations; and
Admira ThomasWilson, Director of the Defense Intelligence Agency.

At the appropriate point intoday’s proceedings, wewill entertain amotion to authorize the committee
to continue in executive session for national security purposes. This session will be conducted at the Top
Secret CODEWORD level and will be held in Room 2212 which has been properly secured for this purpose.
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